5. Whether any alteration should be made in the arrangements and proceedings for securing the performance of vaccination, and, in particnlar, in the provisions of the Vaccination Acts with respect to prosecution for non-compliance with the law.
The first thing which strikes one, both in the evidence and in the report, is the large amount of iabour which has been expended in historical research. This took two directions: (a) The " We can see nothing, then, to warrant the conclusion that in this country vaccination might safely be abandoned, and replaced by a system of isolation."
In regard to the exercise of compulsion, the Commissioners say?
" After careful oonsideratior and muoh study of the subjeot, we have arrived at the conclusion that it would conduce to increased vacoination if a schemb could be devised which would preolude the attempt (so often a vain one) to compel those who are honestly opposed to the practice to submit their children to vacoination, and, at tho same time, leave the law to operate, as at present, to prevent children remaining' nnvaccinated owing to the neglect or indifference of the parent. When we speak of an honest opposition to the practice, we intend to oonfino our remarks to cases in which the objestion is to the operation itself, and to exclude oases in which the objection arises merely from an indisposition to incur the trouble involved. We do not think such a scheme impossible.
" It must, of course, be a necessary condition of a scheme of this description that it should be such as would prevent an objection to the practice being alleged merely as an exouse to save the trouble connected with the vacoination of a ohild. We may give the following as examples of the methods which might be adopted. It might be provided that if a parent attended before the local authority and satisfied them that he entertained snch an objection, no proceedings should be taken against him. Or, again, a statutory declaration to that effect before anyone now authorised to take suoh declaration, or some other specified offioial or ofiicials, might be made a bar to proceedings. We do not think it would be any real gain to parents who had no conviction that the vaccination of their children was calculated to do mischief to take either of these steps rather than submit them to the operation. . , .
" We are quite conscious that the proposal we have made will be regarded by some as a retrograde step in tho cause of vacoination, Wo do not believe that it would prove to bo so in practice. ... At tho same time we think it would bo well to make the change a temporary one in tho first instance, say for a period of five years, and that in tho meantime its effeots should be carefully watohed." 
